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3. The Department alleges that Respondent received a  and  
that is still due and owing to the Department. 

 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

 
Department policies are contained in the Department of Human Services Bridges 
Administrative Manual (BAM), Department of Human Services Bridges Eligibility Manual 
(BEM), and Department of Human Services Reference Tables Manual (RFT). 
 

 The Family Independence Program (FIP) was established pursuant to the Personal 
Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-193, 
and 42 USC 601 to 679c.  The Department (formerly known as the Family 
Independence Agency) administers FIP pursuant to 45 CFR 233-260, MCL 400.10, the 
Social Welfare Act, MCL 400.1-.119b, and Mich Admin Code, R 400.3101 to .3131.   
 

 The Food Assistance Program (FAP) [formerly known as the Food Stamp program] 
is established by the Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, 7 USC 2011 to 2036a and 
is implemented by the federal regulations contained in 7 CFR 273.  The Department 
(formerly known as the Family Independence Agency) administers FAP pursuant to 
MCL 400.10, the Social Welfare Act, MCL 400.1-.119b, and Mich Admin Code, R 
400.3001 to .3015. 
 
Additionally, claimant does not protest the amount of the recoupment, whether there 
was an error, or allege in any way that the Department's recoupment calculation was in 
some way faulty. The Administrative Law Judge has reviewed the calculations and 
found no errors. There are no disputes as to the facts of the case.  Therefore, as the 
evidence shows that the calculations were correct, and as there is no dispute as to the 
calculation methods, and as the recoupment amount is over the threshold for 
recoupment for agency error as provided in policy, the Administrative Law Judge holds 
that the claimant received FIP and FAP benefits that they  were not entitled to, and must 
repay the benefits through the recoupment process.. 
 
The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law, finds that the Department:    
 
   did       did not     establish a  FIP  FAP  SDA  CDC  benefit OI to 
Respondent totaling  in FIP and  in FAP benefits. 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 
 
Accordingly, the Department is  
 

 AFFIRMED.  
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